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pressed never becomes either dull or obscure. In fact perspective and lucidity are the most
notable features of the work. By bringing the most important features into relief, and
skilfully sketching in the background, Mr. Moore has succeeded in giving a remarkably
clear and sensible sketch of the whole course of ancient religious thought so far as it is
most interesting. He gives one the impression that he is quite at home in every part of
the wide field which he surveys. Of course in tracing his bold outlines, the writer cannot
always be mici'oscopically accurate. But it would be difficult to find another short treatise
on the subjecjb so fair in its judgments and so sensible in its outlook. It may be con-
fidently recommended to intelligent readers. The chief danger is that a reader, passing
so easily and smoothly over the surface of the Greek religion, may not realize the hidden
depths below. Mr. Moore is of course unable to give the authorities for his .assertions in
most cases : but he appends a well chosen bibliography.

P. G.

A n d r o s . By THEOPHIL SAUCIUC. Wien : Alfred Holder, 1914. Pp. 168, with 77
Illustrations.

This painstaking work, one of the publications of the Austrian Archaeological Institute,
collects and collates, though in somewhat over-annotated form, all our knowledge of
Andros, geographical, historical and archaeological, and for that reason alone it will be
indispensable to any who make a study of the Islands. Though unable to undertake
excavations on his own account, the author gives a very careful description of the existing
antiquities of the island and, in an epigraphical appendix, elucidates several points in
inscriptions already published, besides adding twenty-one new inscriptions to the list.

The scattered paragraphs dealing with numismatic questions are the least satisfactory
part of the book : the somewhat fanciful theories and attributions of Paschalis (Joitrn.
Int. i. p. 299) are taken over wholesale and presented as established facts. For
instance, it is doubtful if the archaic coins of the amphora type with incuse reverse are
to be given to Andros rather than, with Dr. Imhoof-Blumer, to Carthaea in Ceos, and
it is wildly improbable that the late fourth and third century coins have any connexion
with Southern Italy because some of them bear the mystic letter (p. To say (p. 56)
that the early coin legends of Acanthus, a colony of Andros, because they end in
-ON and not -ON, decide for us the alphabet-group to which Andros belonged, is to
ignore the possibility that the nominative singular may really be intended, as it un-
doubtedly is on the coins of neighbouring Sermyle which read S EP M V AIK O N. There
are some good illustrations and an excellent index.

A S t u d y of A r c h a i s m in Eur ip ides . By CLARENCE AUGUSTUS MANNING.
[Columbia University Studies in Classical Philology.] Pp. 98. 1916.

Mr. Manning holds that ' although a sceptic and a critic of the Greek state as he knew
it . . . yet Euripides (not Sophocles) was often the conserver and the restorer of the old,'
and his book accordingly sets out to shovv how ' in many ways Euripides undertook
successfully to revive and adapt the methods of Aeschylus.' In the structure of
Euripides's dramas, jn his prologues and epilogues, in the metres he assigns to the chorus,
in his treatment of religious questions, Mr. Manning finds evidence that he deliberately
drew away from the practice of Sophocles and walked once more in the path of the
Aeschylean tradition. The various counts of this evidence are, however, of such very
unequal value as to leave the reader wondering whether there is anything in the theory
at all. Much of what Mr. Manning advances indicates no more than that Euripides is
snirituallv of nearer kin to Aeschylus than to Sophocles—an obvious fact which has




